
BRckground 

. Thi~ .. ~.1 t~ c;on_s1 $t_s .. of - ~n _ab.a.ndo.ne_d_ drtv~~tn _ t~f!a~r.e. _at _ wh1.c;h n1 ne .. Qr 1-an drums 
of hazardous ·wastes had been illegally depos1ted. · One of . the drums may have been 

__ _p..ar.t1a.1Jy or .comple.tely_.ernpty. _The_ drums._wera. .. deteriltle.d...,..to_contain . paint-related 
hazardous wastes, which were . 1gnftable and therefore hazard\•us. Fires had alr~ady 

--.been-reported .. at--the...s i te.: and.-had.-bee'1-exstfngt.1shed -by- the-f1 re . Department. The 
site 1s surrounded on sever~l sides by ' ~e~trle~t1al development. The drums of ignitable, 

- and -?Otenttally-toxta ·Wast;es -,--were--th.erefore detenntned;-by- the --Environmental Protec
tion Agency (EPA} tp present a potentially immtnent and substantial endangerment to 

·--healttt, · welfare· or the··environment-.---· .. · · .. - -- ·---...... . . .. .. · ·-· - · - .. .. 
Jl • 

·-·The-drums were in1ttally-·observelf~y .. th·e .. Kansas · ctty, Ks. Fire· Department, who re
portedte1r obs~rvnt1ons to EPA. :The EPA tntttallt attempted to address the site as 

· a· RCRA"complhnce ·matter-:-· Tfie-·Kan·slls ·oepcH'tfuent'"of Health ati'd En~1ronment has interim 
11uth~~~z~~! .c!! f~-~ - R~M .. ~n~ .. ~a_s_ ... ~~!.J ~_a~ .. ~9!!_~cy f.o.r_ ~~~ co~p11 _~nce on this site. The 
KDHE attempted, unsuccessfu11y, ·to require .that the responsible parties · remove, and 
safe.J.Y. manag~ .the_ ~runmed wut~S.i...,.f;ventual. lY.._th<! I<DHE_ reques.ted_ that EPA address this 
site as an tmmediate removal ·under 'the Superfund Program. 

~ -. . 

Action .. ... 
4. -·- -- .. ~-- -·· ... - - ---- - - ··--·-·---... ..--·· -··-- · .. -·-· - -·- - - - ·· -· • 

On O:tober 22, 1984 The Regional Adm1ntstrator signed a unilateral Order requiring the 
--tnmed1ate- removal--of·-the-di-umme~s-tu.;.;.:Fh~H)rde~-was--1-ssued·-iinder--.Section. 106 ·Of the 

Comprehensive Environmental Response, .compensation I Ltabiltty Act (CERCLA). The Region 
---vt-I--£nvtronmental·"Serv1-ces-Dtvts1 on-was-'pripared-ttr .. eonduct-·the-remova 1 ;·· tn .. the event-· · 

t1e responsible parties did not comply with the 106 Order. The 106 Order wcs issued to 
atl- respansible parties· whteh-could.be·'"'1denttfted ·a-!' ·fo11nws·:· State ·Drive-In Theater, 
Inc. (property owner); leroy Shavers (agent for property owner who controlled access 
to the.S1'te); Howard Jariserf (wlio"'sol d·o·r, 9ave"'the· wastes'"to the .. transporter who deposited 
th!!m at _th1s s1te); and Dur}'IQ.Q~ .. D..qwn1n.g . l~~e person. who transported and deposited the 
wastes at th1s site). -

Only 'state Drive-In Theater, "inc:· com~he'd'w1' tti-"it\e Orde~~ 'state' hired a h'azardous 
..waste . .contractor who :.arr.anged ... for..-Sh1pment .. anUnc1neratton. of the wastes ~n a licensed 
hazardous waste 1i1c1nerator in' East St~ Louts, Ill. In the interim until the incinerator 
-could accept the.' wastes-·-the-·s'f'te--was:-secured-:to-·prevent. .unauthnr'!zed removal or po
tential exposures ta the drumn1ed wastes. On January 14, 1985 I was advised by the EPA/ 
ENSV On-Scene-Coordinator that ·· the··drummed ·wastes ·had·-been · ren.ove~ from· the site and 
transported to tha fac1"11ty in East St .• louis for. tnc1nerat1on. 

- .. . .. - · ... . ........ _ .. _, ....... - ··--··-· . ._ ....... - ... ···-- -- ·- . -. ·-

Reconmendat1on 

The drummed wastes wh1ch .had been the subject of concern at th1s site have been re
moved ~nd safely disposed ~· No ev1dence.of ariy significant spillage or soil contamina
tion has been pbserved or reporte,d, Based _J,Jpon .t~e !lV11Jl&b1e information no further 
actton is warranted on this site under the Superfund or Uncontrolled S1te Program. I 
am there fora recommending we .wrtte this .site. off as . no . further .action necessary. I 
have drafted a Final Strategy Determinaton to this effect, to be submitted if you 
concur. 

ogree_.(}J/z__ disagree -·------ -· · · ·· · · --colliUents __ _ 
40362862 
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The property owner (State) eventually complied with the 106 Order 1n removing and 
p'rovising for safe-d1sposel-ofthfr-<lrumraed-wastesr-I-therefore recommend that we 
go ahead and send them the fonn l e t t e r advising them that we have determined that no 
further actions are WBrranted at t h l ^ - s l t ey based upon available Inforination. I would 
also recnmrend that tiiey consider more adequate security at the s i te to prevent any 
additional disposal or dumping of hazardous wastes. (As an abandoned theater the s i te 
Is prone to th is type of a c t i v l t i y . ) Because of the level of Involvement of ENSV and 
CNSL on tbis s i te I recoramerid we put thera down for a concurrence on th is l e t t e r , 
agree r i m . d1sagree_ comments 

The removal on this s i te was 1mplemehtea"by"'bne oT the Vesponsible part ies. EPA 
_CDSts on th is s i te amounted to less than $10,000. Because of the small amount of 
money involved SUPF previously determined tha t ho co'st recovery" actions would be 
purs.ued on ?,h1s s i t e . ._ ^ 
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attachment: Final Strategy. Petermination 
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